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July 18, 2006

Mr. Thomas L. Macchiarella, Code BPMOW.TLM
Department of the Navy
Base Realignment and Closure Program
Management Office West
1455 Frazee Road, Suite 900
San Diego, California 92108-4310

REVIEW OF PROPOSED PLAN FOR IR SITE 1, 1943-1956 DISPOSALAREA,
FORMER NAVAL AIR STATION ALAMEDA, ALAMEDA COUNTY

Dear Mr. Macchiarella:

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) has reviewedthe Proposed Plan
for Installation Restoration (IR) Site 1, 1943-1956 Disposal Area at the former Naval Air
Station-Alameda, now known as Alameda Point (Proposed Plan). DTSC contacted the
Navy in electronic mail (e-mail) correspondence dated June 16, 2006, and specified four
overarching concerns regarding Site 1 as described in the Proposed Plan. The four
points cited in the e-mail of June 16, 2006 are summarized below:

Selectinq a four-foot soil cover rather than an enqineered cap
DTSC requests that the Navy provide the rationale for selecting a soil cover rather than
an engineered cap. The Navy should provide assurances that a four-foot soil cover will
be protective of human health and the environment, and will not result in leaching of
waste to the San Francisco Bay. We have been in communicationwith the Navy
regarding this issue and have proposed an on-site meeting with the regulatory agencies
to resolve this concern.

Installation of a Landfill Gas Monitorinq System
Initial sampling in 2001 indicated that the landfill gas was near or above the lower
explosive limit of methane. A second round of sampling yielded results much lower in
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methane concentration. A proposal to conduct additional sampling of landfill gases
should be included in the Site 1 Proposed Plan.

Potential Miqration of Waste into San Francisco Bay
DTSC is concerned that wastes deposited within Site 1 may migrate into the Bay, either
as a result of seismic activity, or lateral displacement due to loading. Procedures the
Navywill be following to ensure seismic and geotechnical stability should be provided to
DTSC. Additionally, the lateral and vertical extent of the waste should be delineated to
ensure that an adequate setback between the waste and the San Francisco Bay is
obtained.

Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirements (ARARs)
DTSC was concerned that the regulations found at Title 22 of the California Code of
Regulations (CCR), Section 66264.90 (referred to as "Article 6"), were not included in
the list of ARARs in the Proposed Plan. However, the Navy explained in subsequent
discussion that Title 22 CCR 66264.117(b)(1)(A), which is included in the Proposed
Plan, requires monitoring and reporting in accordance with Article 6. Therefore, the
Navy does not need to respond again to this concern.

If you have any questions, pleasecontact me at (916) 255-6449 or by e-mail at
dlofstro@dtsc.ca.qov.

Sincerely,

C

Dot Lofstrom, P.G.
Project Manager
Northern California Operations
Office of Military Facilities

cc: See next page.
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cc: Dr. Peter Russell
Russell Resources, Inc.
440 Nova Albion Way, Suite 1
San Rafael, California 94903-3634

Ms. Elizabeth Johnson
950 W. Mall Square, Building1
Alameda Point
Alameda, California 94501

Mr. Andrew Baughman
Code BPMOW.AB
Department of the Navy
Base Realignment and Closure Program
Management Office West
1455 Frazee Road, Suite 900
San Diego, California 92108-4310

Mr. Mark Ripperda
U. S. Environmental ProtectionAgency
Region IX
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, California 94105

Ms. Judy Huang
Regional Water Quality Control Board
1515 Clay Street, Suite 1400
Oakland, California 94612


